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UNSCHEDULED CLOSURE PLAN

This Unscheduled Closure Plan was prepared by US Ecology Nevada to comply with the requirements of
40 CFR 264.142 (a), as adopted by the Nevada Division of Environmental Protection (NVDEP). This plan
describes the activities included in developing the cost estimate for final closure of existing units. In each
Case, a worst-case closure scenario has been used to develop a conservative cost estimate, and
assumes that US Ecology is no longer in control of the facility and that closure must be performed by an
outside contractor.

The procedures described in this plan were used to calculate the worst-case closure cost estimates for the
following existing units:

* Hazardous Waste Land Disposal Trench 11 and Trench 12
* Polychlorinated Biphenyl (PCB) Building

* Batch Stabilization Units

* Truck Parking Storage Area

e Evaporation Pad

* Dry Hazardous Waste Storage Areas 1 and 2

» Container Management Building

16.1.0 CLOSURE PERFORMANCE STANDARD

Closure minimizes the need for further maintenance and the potential for post-closure escape‘of
hazardous waste or constituents to the surrounding environment.

16.2.0 MAXIMUM WASTE INVENTORY

The maximum potential inventory of hazardous waste on site at the time of this unscheduled closure is
identified in Table 1, and is estimated to be the sum of the design capacity for each treatment and storage
unit included in this permit application.

For the purpose of developing the cost estimate, most of the facility hazardous waste inventory will be
transported to an off-site treatment, storage or disposal facility permitted under RCRA (and/or Toxic
Substance Control Act for PCB waste inventory). An outside contractor may elect to bring portable
stabilization equipment to the facility to treat waste inventories at the facility prior to on-site disposal if
airspace permits. For the worst-case estimate however, all waste that cannot be directly landfilled is

assumed to be sent off site for treatment and disposal. The procedures assumed to be employed for
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waste removal and final disposition of each unit's waste inventory in the worst-case scenario are further
described in Section 16.5.0.

16.3.0 SCHEDULE FOR CLOSURE

A closure schedule with the projected activities and required closure time is included in Table 2.

Closure activities will be completed within 90 days from receipt of the final volume of waste at the unit or
facility.

16.4.0 AMENDMENTS TO UNSCHEDULED CLOSURE PLAN
US Ecology will submit a written request to the NDEP for a modification of the approved Unscheduled
Closure Plan whenever the following occurs:

s Changes in operating plans or facility design materially affect the Unscheduled Closure
Plan,

¢ In conducting partial closure activities, unexpected events require a modification to the
approved Unscheduled Closure Plan.

16.5.0 CLOSURE ACTIVITIES
16.5.1 Closure of Landfill
Below-grade available Space, except for the volume required for disposal of on-site waste
and other items will be backfilled with soil from the site’s soil stockpile. Any above-grade

waste will be contained by constructed dikes and soil backfill, as necessary,

When waste and backfill within the above-grade disposal facility reach an elevation within
approximately three feet below the designed top of waste elevation, final waste placement
operations will begin. At that time, waste and backfill will be mounded toward the middle
of the above-grade area to the design maximum waste elevations. When the final waste
slopes have been established, the final cover will be installed. This cover will consist of a
layered soil system.

Once the slopes for waste and backfill are established, a final cover system will be placed
over the landfill. It is assumed that the contractor will install the approved cover system,
and will follow the specified quality assurance and quality control procedures.

Control of percolation into the closed trench will be provided by constructing a cover that
holds infiltrated water in the evaporative zone of the cover until it is returned to the
atmosphere. The cover virtually eliminates percolation into the trench.
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16.5.1.1

The final landfill covers for USEN Trenches 11 and 12 satisfy the regulatory requirements
for final closure of a landfill cell and are fully consistent with the provisions of 40 CFR
264.110, the performance standards of 40 CFR 264.111, and the following requirements
of 40 CFR 264.310(a) dealing with landfill closure:

* Provide long-term minimization of migration of liquids through the closed landfill;

¢ Function with minimum maintenance;

Promote drainage and minimize erosion or abrasion of the cover; and

¢ Accommodate settling and subsidence so that cover's integrity is maintained.

Evaporative Cover Characteristics

The cover is appropriate for an arid region, and uses the moisture retention properties of
native soils to contain and store infiltrating moisture (precipitation) until the natural
processes of evaporation and plant transpiration remove the stored moisture and release
it the atmosphere. The cover is protective of human health and the environment, and
offers long-term benefits when compared to conventional landfill cover types that
incorporate compacted clay or synthetic materials as low—permeability components.
These benefits include, but are not limited to:

* use of easily obtained construction materials,
* relative simplicity of construction,
* reduced complexity of quality assurance/quality control programs, and

* increased long-term cover integrity and stability.

From bottom to top, the components of the arid region cover to be used for Trenches 11
and 12 are as follows.

* Interim Cover Soil Layer. The lower layer of the final cover is 3 lightly
compacted native soil layer at least 12-inches (1.0 foot) thick and extending
across the cover to the natural ground surface on all sides of the trenches.

* Final Cover Soil Layer. The upper layer of the final cover is a lightly compacted
soil layer at least 24-inches (2.0 feet) thick and extending across the cover to the
natural ground surface on all sides of the trenches. In conjunction with the
Interim Cover Layer, it retards the downward movement of infiltrating water by
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16.5.1.2

providing temporary water-storage, and allowing stored water to be returned to
the atmosphere by evaporation and plant transpiration.

Mathematical models predicted that a three-feet (36-inch) thick monolithic cover will
prevent significant percolation of fluids through the cover and into waste. The results also
indicate that nearly all of the precipitation that enters returns to the atmosphere through
the combinatioh of evaporation and transpiration rather than infiltrating deeply into the
cover and percolating into waste. These results likely are conservative because no
vegetation was considered in the models, so the evaluation of “evapotranspiration”(the
combined effect of evaporation and plant transpiration) actually was limited to
consideration of evaporation only.

Evaporative Cover Specifications

Compacted-soil starter berms will serve as the outer shell of the above-grade waste
disposal area for Trenches 11 and 1 2. The starter berms on the perimeter of Trench 11
were constructed previously in accordance with NDEP approval of the 1999 design and
plan for above-grade waste disposal. The Trench 12 berms will be constructed of
compacted native soil or compacted select soil waste (where the berm is over waste).
Suitable materials will be placed in lifts not exceeding 12 inches thick and compacted to
95 percent maximum dry density (ASTM D 1557). In-situ density tests will be performed
as specified in the CQA Plan.

Soil materials for final cover construction will consist of natural soil obtained from USEN
stockpiles and the Trench 12 excavation, supplemented as needed with imported soil
materials. Native and imported materials will be screened and mixed, as needed, to
obtain material of satisfactory grain size.

The Trench 11 interim soil layer has been constructed as a layer at least 12 inches thick
constructed during the trench’s waste disposal operations history. The Trench 12 interim
soil layer will be a layer not less than 12 inches thick that is comprised of natural soil
materials that contain no grain sizes larger than 6.0 inches. Lift thickness will be
measured and documented, but there is no compaction specification for this material,
which will be placed as above-grade waste disposal proceeds.

Soil materials for the Trench 11 and 12 final cover layer will be 90 percent smaller than
1.0 inch with not less than 5.0 percent passing the #200 sieve. No materials in this layer
will be larger than 3.0 inches. Cover materials will be placed in lifts that between 12 and
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24 inches thick and lightly compacted to achieve a density of about 80 percent MDD
(ASTM D 1557).

The lower density compaction requirement of the soil cover is important for the moisture
holding capacity of the soil. Over-compaction could lead to reduced effectiveness and
should be prevented. Areas of the final cover layer that become overly compacted, such
as could result from repeated vehicle or equipment passage, will be loosened by shallow
ripping or disking.

16.5.1.3 Post Closure Performance Verification
Verification of post-closure performance of the final cover will be provided by the
combination of leachate monitoring (quality and quantity), basin lysimeter monitoring and
groundwater monitoring.

Leachate monitoring will use existing Trench 11 and Trench 12 sumps to remove
leachate from the landfill units. Records of leachate removal will be tabulated and
evaluated to determine whether leachate production rates decline following facility
closure.

Basin Lysimeters will be constructed underneath the evaporative cover to verify that
infiltration of moisture does not reach beneath the landfill cover.

Closure of the above-grade disposal facility will be considered complete when the final
design slopes have been established on the cover. Post-closure inspection and
maintenance will be performed in the same manner as for other closed landfill units at the
facility. With the design features presented in this report, it is expected that the above-
grade disposal facility will provide long-term, maintenance-free protection to the
environment.

Construction of the final cover will be conducted in accordance with cell specifications
included in the Landfill Report of the Permit Renewal Application. A detailed evaluation of
the proposed final cover performance is presented in the following reports, which have been
previously presented to the NDEP, and are included herein by reference.

¢ The design of the proposed final cover is described in detail in the Trench 11
Above-Grade Disposal Facility Design and Construction Quality Assurance Plan,
revised May 6, 1999, by AquAeTer, Inc.
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*  Erosion Calculations for Above Grade Disposal Cell, dated July 28, 1987, prepared

by Dr. James L. Grant and Associates.

» Cell 10 Cap Design Analysis Using Wind Erosion Equation prepared by US Ecology
in March 1991,

s Supplement — Landfill Report for Trench 12, October 2007, AquAeTer, Inc.

* Design Basis and Construction Specifications for Trenches 11 and 12 Final
Covers, April 2008, AquAeTer, Inc.

The soil cover data in the above referenced reports is applicable to the cover design for
Trenches 11 and 12.

16.5.2 Closure of Treatment and Storage Units

For purposes of the closure activity discussion, treatment and storage units are grouped
according to their location, as follows:

e PCB Processing Building

e Truck Parking Storage Area

* Batch Stabilization Units

* Evaporation Pad

* Dry Hazardous Waste Storage Areas 1 and 2

* Container Management Building

16.5.2.1 PCB Processing Building (CMU #1)

All liquid PCBs in storage at the time of an unscheduled closure will be transported
to a TSCA authorized disposal facility. PCB solid materials will be removed and
disposed of in the on-site landfill cell. All RCRA waste inventory in storage will be
removed and transported to a RCRA authorized off-site facility for treatment and/or
disposal.

The steel building shell will be dismantled and disposed of in the landfill cell.
Removal of the building’s concrete floor and underlying liner system will proceed as
follows:
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16.5.2.2

Wash the concrete floor of the building and break into manageable

pieces using appropriate equipment.
Remove the building's concrete floor and dispose in landfill cell.

Remove the containment system drainage material and transfer to the
on-site disposal unit.

Remove, cut and fold the underlying liner system for disposal in the on-
site landfill cell.

Obtain four samples from the soil underlying the containment system to
demonstrate clean closure. Select sample locations in areas with the
highest probability for contamination (i.e., areas where visual inspection
of the liner indicates possible deterioration). If no deterioration is evident,

simple random location selection should be performed.

Analyze samples for the parameters specified in Table 3 following U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) SW-846 methods, and compare
the results statistically to background concentrations. Samples where
background concentrations are obtained within a statistically acceptable
margin should be considered to have met the clean closure performance
standard. Because of the presence of a liner system, no soil

contamination is anticipated; therefore no soil removal is planned.

Truck Parking Storage Area (CMU #7)

Transport waste inventory in the Truck Parking Storage Area to a RCRA-

authorized hazardous waste management facility.
Wash the unit's concrete slab prior to on-site disposal.

Obtain four samples from the soil underlying the containment system to
demonstrate clean closure. Select sample locations in areas with the
highest probability for contamination (i.e., any areas where the concrete

surface has been stained by waste materials, along cracks or spalled
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16.5.2.3

16.5.2.4

concrete surfaces). If no deterioration is evident, simple random location

selection should be performed.

Analyze samples for the parameters specified in Table 3 following EPA
SW-846 methods, and compare the results statistically to background
concentrations.

Remove three inches of soil and dispose of in the on-site landfill.

Batch Stabilization Units (T1,2, 3,18, &19)

Remove the waste inventory in the stabilization units to an authorized off-
site facility for treatment and disposal.

Wash and dismantle the stabilization vessels, and dispose of in landfill
cell.

Remove the concrete silo foundation and send off site for treatment and
disposal.

Follow the procedures described in Section 5.2.1 for removal of the
containment system, removal of any contaminated soil, and for
demonstration of clean closure.

Evaporation Pad (T-11)

The Evaporation Pad will be the last unit to undergo closure, because the
unit will be used to decontaminate any small equipment (e.g., shovels,
hand tools, etc.) remaining after completion of closure of other units.

Remove the liquid waste inventory in the unit for off-site disposal at an
authorized facility.

Remove the concrete pad and send off-site for treatment and disposal.

Follow the activities described in Section 5.2.1 for removal of the liner
system and for demonstration of clean closure.
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16.5.2.5

16.5.2.6

Dry Hazardous Waste Storage Areas 1 and 2 {(CMU #5 and #6)

Waste inventory in the Dry Hazardous Waste Storage Area will be treated
and disposed of on site, or transported to a RCRA-authorized hazardous
waste management facility. The pad area will be excavated and removed
to the disposal cell.

Obtain four samples from the soil underlying the storage pad to
demonstrate clean closure. Select sample locations in areas with the
highest probability for contamination (ie., any areas where the pad
surface has been stained by waste materials). If no deterioration is

evident, simple random location selection should be performed.

Analyze samples for the parameters specified in Table 3 following EPA
SW-846 methods, and compare the results statistically to background

concentrations.

Remove three inches of soil and dispose of in the on-site landfill.

Container Management Building (CMU #1 6)

Waste inventory in the Container Management Building will be treated
and disposed of on site, or transported to a RCRA-authorized hazardous

waste management facility.

The steel building shell will be dismantled and disposed of in the landfill
cell. Removal of the building’s concrete floor and underlying liner system
will proceed as follows:

Wash the concrete floor of the building and break into manageable
pieces using appropriate equipment.

Remove the building's concrete floor and dispose in landfill cell,
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¢ Obtain four samples from the soil underlying the containment system to
demonstrate clean closure. Select sample locations in areas with the
highest probability for contamination (i.e., areas where visual inspection
of the floor indicates possible deterioration). If no deterioration is evident,

simple random location selection should be performed.

* Analyze samples for the parameters specified in Table 3 following U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) SW-846 methods, and compare
the resuits statistically to background concentrations. Samples where
background concentrations are obtained within a statistically acceptable
margin should be considered to have met the clean closure performance
standard.

16.6.0 CLEANING AND DECONTAMINATION OF EQUIPMENT AND STRUCTURES
In developing the cost estimate for decontaminating any equipment or structures at the facility, the

following was assumed:

* High pressure/steam clean all accessible surfaces of piping, valves, pumps and other
ancillary equipment associated with tank systems.

¢ Drain all wash waters for subsequent removal. Pressure wash accessible tank surfaces.

» Collect wash waters from the bottom of the tank and remove for off-site disposal.

e Pressure wash the concrete floors and structures.

e Visually inspect the entire surface to ensure removal of visually detectable residues.

* Remove wash waters generated during decontamination for off-site disposal.

* Clean heavy equipment used for handling waste with a high pressure steam cleaner until
all visible contamination has been removed.

¢ For unit decontamination, cleaning may be supplemented with detergents and/or solvents,
as necessary. Perform a final rinse with clean tap water following decontamination and
visual inspection of all structures/equipment.

Unscheduled Closure Plan
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16.7.0

16.8.0

16.9.0

e Collect and submit one rinsate sample from each unit/structure for analysis to verify
decontamination. Conduct sampling and analysis following procedures recommended by
the current version of EPA SW-846 at the time of closure. Analyze decontamination
verification samples for the parameters identified in Table 3.

NOTE: Decontamination verification is only required for clean closure of a structure/equipment. If
decontamination is intended to comply with the Land Disposal Restricted (LDR) treatment

standards for debris, no verification will be performed.

GROUNDWATER MONITORING
For purposes of developing the cost estimate it has been assumed that one groundwater
monitoring event will take place during the closure period, and be conducted following permitted

procedures in place just prior to closure.

LEACHATE COLLECTION
Completion of the activities should take no longer than a three-month period. Estimates for
disposal of the leachate generated during the closure period are based on off-site disposal.

RUN-ON AND RUN-OFF CONTROLS

The existing perimeter ditches around the facility will continue to provide run-on protection during
the closure period. Run-off control mechanisms in place during the active life will remain in place
throughout the closure period. Rainfall coming in contact with waste in the active cell will be
collected in the cell and treated as leachate. Rainfall contacting capped portions of the cell is

considered clean and allowed to run off into natural drainage courses.

16.10.0 CLOSURE COST ESTIMATE

The cost estimate for the unscheduled closure of the facility is included in Appendix A. This cost
estimate considers a worst-case scenario, and is based on the assumption of unexpected closure
prompted by company bankruptcy at a point in the facility's operating life when the extent and
means of operation would make closure most expensive. The worst-case closure scenario
considers that US Ecology is no longer in control of the facility and that closure must be performed

by an outside contractor. The cost estimate and cost assumptions are detailed in Appendix A.

In accordance with the requirements of 40 CFR 264.142(c), the closure cost estimate will be

modified within 30 days after a revision to the Closure Plan has been authorized which increases
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the closure cost. The total closure cost estimate will be updated for inflation annually, according
to the guidelines in 40 CFR 264.142(b).

TABLE 16-1

ESTIMATE OF MAXIMUM WASTE INVENTORY

UNIT DESCRIPTION AMOUNT UNITS WASTE TYPE
Leachate Tank (T-15) 20,000 galions Landfill Leachate (F039)
PCB Tanks (T4 - T10) 25,000 ‘ gallons PCB Liquids
Truck Parking Storage Area 400 cubic yards Stabilization Waste
(CMU #7)

PCB Building (CMU #1) 102,960 gallons RCRA Waste and PCB Materials
Evaporation Pad (T-11) 10,000 gallons Wastewater and Sludge
Batch Stabilization Units (T1,2, | 140 cubic yards Stabilization Waste
3,18, & 19)
Dry Hazardous Waste Storage | 495/ 100,083 cubic yards / | RCRA and non-RCRA Waste
Area (CMU #5 & CMU #6) gallons
Container Management Building | 2430/ 481,250 | cubic yards/ | RCRA and non-RCRA Waste
(CMU #16) gallons

TABLE 16-2

ESTIMATED SCHEDULE FOR CLOSURE AT US ECOLOGY NEVADA

TASK ESTIMATED TIME PERIOD
Contractor and Equipment Arrive at Facility Day 0
Complete Treatment or Disposal of Waste Inventory Day 90
Complete Closure of Landfill Day 180 *
Complete Closure of Treatment & Storage Units (all units Day 178 *
except the Evaporation Pad)

Complete Equipment Decontamination and Evaporation Pad Day 180
Closure

Final Inspection and Certification of Compliance with Closure Day 240

Plan by Registered Professional Engineer (P.E.)

* Closure of units, as considered in the cost estimate, will proceed simultaneously because an outside
contractor will perform closure. The only unit that is addressed separately is the Evaporation Pad which
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TABLE 16-3
CLEAN CLOSURE DEMONSTRATION PARAMETERS
UNIT PARAMETERS

PCB Processing Building (CMU #1) PCBs, VOCs and Eight RCRA Metals
Batch Stabilization Units (T1, 2, 3, 18, & 19) PCBs, VOCs and Eight RCRA Metals
Evaporation Pad (T-11) PCBs, VOCs and Eight RCRA Metals
Dry Hazardous Waste Storage Areas 1 and 2 Eight RCRA Metals
(CMU #5 & CMU #6)
Container Management Building (CMU #16) PCBs, VOCs and Eight RCRA Metals

Unscheduled Closure Plan

Revision 2 10/14/11
13




APPENDIX 16-A
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2008 Scheduled Closure Cost

IT”!‘E::I ITEM 2008 Total ln?ﬂ?;n 2009 Total
" et
1A [Trench 11 - Scheduled (with altemate cap) $400,000 | 4 o3 $406,120.00)
1C  [Trench 12 - Scheduled (with aliemate cap) $130,000 1.0203 s132,ess.no]
2 |PCB Processing Building & RCRA Storage Area - $334,185 1.0203 $340,679.44/
3 [Truck Parking Storage Area ' $135,568 1.0203 $138,320.31
4  [Truck Wash and Evaporation Pad $39,472 1.0203 $40,273.33|
5  |Terminator Stabifization unit- Closed : 1.0203 A so.obl
6 [Comectve Action $209,000 1.0203 5213242.7o|
.7 |Proposed Tank Farm - Never buit ~ ' 1.0203 so00|

8  |StabikzationContainment Buikling - Never Built 1.0203 sc.ool
9  |Baich Stabliizafion Tanks ‘ $224,316 1.0203 3228.869.19]
10 A'RCRACWthb!‘BQE-NW.&‘m 1.0203 so.ool
1 lDecomaminaﬁon-Corwadors large Equipment $8.281 1.0203 $8,459.32
12 [Personal Protective Equipment $7488 | 40053 $7,840.90]
13 ]Gmmdmeor&mg : $64,160 1.0203 $65,462.45]
14 |Closure Certification $16,150 10008 $16,477.85)
15  [Waste Consolidation Area - Closed 1.0203 : SOOO]
16 - JLow Temperature Thermal Desorption Unit $37,014 1.0203 $37,765.12
17 'Dnr Hazardous Waste Storage Area $1.049,970 1.0203 | $1,071,284.42]
18 [Container Mangement Bulding $1,023,661 1.0203 | $1,044,441.63]

[Menagement Oversight - - §204,344 10203 |  s300318.77]

TOTAL FACILITY CLOSURE COST ESTIMATE $3,973,639 $4,054,303

2009 Closure Cost




2008 Scheduled Closure Cost

oy TEN 2008 Total
1A [Trench 11 - Scheduled $400,000
1B [Trench 11 - Unscheduled $0
1C  [Trench 12 - Scheduled $130,000
1D [Trench 12 - Unacheduled $0
2 PCE Processing Buiiding & RCRA Storage Area $334,195
3 [Truck Parking Storage Area $135,588
4 [Truck Wash and Evaporation Pad $38,472
1 Corrective Action $208,000
9  |Baich Stablization Tanks $224,316
11 |Decontaminaion-Contraciors large Equipment $8,291
12 |Personai Protective Equipment $7.408
13 |Groundwater Monitoring $64,160
14 [Closure Cerfificaion $16,150
16  |Low Temperaisre Thermnal Desorplion Unit $37,014
17 |Dry Hezardous Waste Storage Area $1,049,670
18  {Container Mangement Buliding $1.023681 .
,W Oversigit $204,344
TOTAL FACILITY CLOSURE COST ESTIMATE $3,573.629

2008 Ciosure Cost-rev1



BEATTY FACILITY DETAILED COST ESTIMATE
SCHEDULED CLOSURE, WITH ABOVE GRADE WASTE

ﬂw& ITEM , UNIT us.ua..m..: czum%%me QUANTITY | COST TOTAL
A - Trench 11 Scheduled Closure
_gs
|Backfili - Intermediate Cap Layer (1 fi thick) CY $ 4.63 | 19C and 19D 0 $ -
_Wncrm: = Surflcial Cap Layer (2 ft thick) CY $ 4.63 | 19C and 19D 67,190 $ 311,246
1 Final Grading of Cover MSF 23.265 67 907 F 21,097
Partial Subtotal 1 . $ 332,342
A/QC for Cap . | Msr s 25 | . 65 ] 907 $ 22,670
Subtatal 1 $ 355,012
LEACHATE COLLECTION SYSTEM
Pipe for Riser Extension - West Phase , LF __§ oL 21 0 $ -
Labor of Riser Extension - West Phase Hr $ 65.00 40E 10 $ 650
Leachate Disposal Gal 3 0.96 28 15,000 $ 14,445
2 Transportation Load $  1,800.,00 32 - 3 $ 5,400
Labor (Monitor & Pump Sumps) Hour $ 65.00 40 36 $ 2,340
Lieachate Analysis - Monthly -VOAs and PCBs Analy.  §  240.00 36 k) $ 720
|Leachats Analysis - Quarterly - Permit Parnmeters Analy, $ 1,000.00 5B 1 $ 1,000
Subtotal 2 . nﬁmuu
Subtotal Cost of Landfill Closure $ 380,000
Enginsering and Dasign (5%) $19,000
otal Cost of Landfill Closure s 400,000

2008 Closure Cost-rev1




BEATTY FACILITY DETAILED COST ESTIMATE
SCHEDULED CLOSURE, WITH ABOVE GRADE WASTE OF TRENCH 12

ITEM 2008 Unit | UNIT COST
NO. ITEM UNIT Cost REF QUANTITY | COST TOTAL
1C- Tranch 12 Schaduled Closure

Backfill - Surficial Cap Layer (2 ft thick) CY 3 4.63 | 19C and 19D 21,925 s 101,564
1 |Final Grading of Cover MSF |$ 23.27 67 296 $ 6,801
Partial Subtotal 1 $ 108,455
A/QC for Cap . | MsSr [§ 25 | 65 ] 296 [3 7,405
Subtotal 2 s 115,860

LEACHATE COLLECTION SYSTEM . .
Leachate Dispoas] Gal 3 0.96 28 5,000 3 4,815
Transportation . Load  $ 1,800.00 32 1 3 1,800
2 |Labor (Monitor & Pump Sumps) Hour  § 65.00 40B 12 s 780
Leachato Analysis - Monthly -VOAs and PCBa Amly. §  240.00 36 1 ] 240
Leachate Analysis - Quarterly - Permit Parameters Amly. § 100000 358 1 $ 1,000
|Subtotal 2 s 8,635
Subtotal Cost of Landfill Clozwre $ 124,495
Englnsering and Design (3%) $6,225
Total Cost of .H.-!.a__ Closure $ 130,000

2008 Closure Cost-rev1




YTEM No. ITEM UNIT | UNITCOST czﬂnoaqzu.* QUANTITY | COSTTOTAL
2-PCB Processing Bullding & RCRA Storage Aren

| WASTE INVENTORY DISPOSAL COST
[Liquid PCB Waste (1,310 druma) L Is 0.26 29 605,220 $157,37
[ Transport Liquid PCB Wasto Offaive Lond 1S 570505 31 13 $85,576
1 [Solid PCB Waste (362 druma) - Disposs In Cefl cy s - nia 153 50
[Labor - Hand load liquid PCB wasts cy |s 44,98 3 336 $16,013
{Load end haul solid PCB drums 1o oolt cy |[s 20,17 4,5 153 $3,087
|Subtotal 1 $262,032

|PCB BUILDING - SHELL
2 |Demolish -Day 1§ 463408 26 2 $9,268
|Load and transport to cell cy |s 20,17 4,5 12.10 $244
|Subtetal 2 $9,512
|PCB BUILDING - SLAB

[Demollah (slab 6 * thick) seIs 729 6 4,653 $33,919
{Disposs on site cy s 9.10 10 86.17 $784
3 [Dispose of Rinsate Lb |s 026 29 11,199 $2912
ITransportation Load |$ 570503 31 1 $5,705
[Labor & Bquipment Rental sF - |s 0.87 2 4,653 $4,041
Subtatal 3 , $47,361

BUILDING - FOUNDATION SOILS
[Bxoavate top 3 Iayors of foundation soll & load cy s 15.51 154 271.80 $4,309
4 [aul 10 cell cYy |s 4.58 19 277.80 $1,272
|Anatytical (Roundation Soil, PCB3) Bach [ $ 90.00 47 4 $360
[Sutotal 4 $3,941

|PCB BUILDING - SYNTHETIC LINERS
[Labor - Inspect secondary liner Howr |3 110.00 40D 2 5220
s [Hand exoavation to prepars liner for Inspection cy |s 9720 | M 92.60 $9,000
{Load and haul to oell cy |3 45.82 3,5 2.80 $128
[Subtotal 5 39,349
[Total Cost af PCB Processing and RCRA Storage Avea Clossre $334,198
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'TEM NO. ITEM UNIT | UNITCOST |UNIT COSTREF| QUANTITY | COST TOTAL
TRUCK PARKING STORAGE AREA
| WASTE INVENTORY
| [Stabilization/Disposal of solld waste offsite . Ton |$ 50.00 48 d05|s 20,250
Transportation Load |$ 240000 33 20/s 48,000
|Subtatal 1 , ) 68,250
CONCRETE SLAB , 4 .
Demolish ) SF ) 7.29 6] 7448 | § 54,294
[Dispose on site cy [s 9.10 10{ 137.90 | § 1,253
2 |Dispass of Rinsate anl  |§ 096| - 28 1,986.00 | § 1,913
Transportation Loasd |$  1,800.00 32| 1]$ 1,800
|Labor & Bquipment Rental SF s 0.87 2 7448 | $ 6,469
|Subtotsl 2 : $ 65,730
FOUNDATION SOILS
Excavate foundation sofl and load (3 inches) . cy Is 15.51 15A AR 1,070
3 {Haul to coll cY |s 4.58 19 9]s 179
Analytioal (Foundation soll, metals) Exch |$ 33.00 45 4ls 340
|Subtotal 3 _ s 1,588
o Truck Parking Ares s 135,568
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ITEM NoO. : TEM UNIT | UNITCOST |UNIT COSTREF QUANTITY | COST TOTAL
TRUCK WASH and EVAPORATION PAD
| WASTE INVENTORY
. [Dispose offiite Gal |s 0.96 28 10,000 | $ 9,630 |
Transportation Mile |s 180000 32 2]s 3,600
Subtotal 1 s 13,230
CONCRETE SLAB ;
Demaolish SF |s 729 6 2,080 | § 15,163
2 Treatment/Disposai of Conerete Ton $ 50.00 48 7818 3,900
Transportation Mile | 3,88 1 400 | s 1,551
Subtotal 2 . s 20,614
FOUNDATION SOILS _
|Excavate foundation soil and load cY |s§ 15.51 15A) 38,50 | § 597
Haul to cell cYy |s 4.58 19 3850 ) § 176
3 Analytical (Foundation soll, metais) Bach |3 85.00 | 45 418 340
Analytioal (Foundation soll, PCBs) Bach |§ 90.00 47 4|8 360
Analytical (Foundation soll, TOC) Boch |§ 45,00 . 46 4]s 180
Subtotald s 1,653
_nggass
{Labor - Inspoot secondary liner - Hr $ 110,00 40D 208 220
4 _=§m§§§s§5_§?§§ cy |s 97.20 14 8s2(s 3,744
{Load and haut to oell cy [s 45.82 3,5 024§ 1
|Subtotal 4 s 3,978
ol Truck Wash and Evaporation Pad s 39472
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ITEM Mo, ITene VT | warcosr | PNTCOST | oy COSTTOTAL
-mmmm*-n—m
YAPOR EXTRACTION STSTEM 5V
|Welk(s) balintion x s 150 8 200 [ $ 30,000
[Regulosces Enh |5 2 NA 6ls 549
[Presswre Ganges Exch [§ X NA 23 »
A iPipig LF s 244 WA 150]s 366
Prossrs Relief Valves Esch |$ 31 N/A 20t 61
Valves Bxch |5 31 N/A s ]
Plow Motz Ewch |3 207 NA 278 415
“ 5 31,53
Exch |$ 3,050 NA 2]s 6,100
@  [Fiter howing Exch |§ = NA 2[s 1,464
[Piping Bxch |3 244 NA 150]8 366
En—m Esch |§ 6,710 NA 1]s 6,710
& 3 14,640
&« i s s 240]  NAT | 1S 2,440
C 5 2440
CONTRACTOR SERVICES
Fiiot systam design roview (complets) Hr NA s -
@ Mdﬁhmm(ﬂu} B NA 3 -
|Oporation system Design B[S 112 NA 1208 13,468
- LS s 2,440 NA 1/s 2,440
e [ 15,989
ANY LABDOR SUPPORT
|Project Mamagement C H s 49 N/A 550 ]S 26,840
Brmm-wmumm B [$ 43 NA 40(s 10,248
[g-uu-munaﬁ-s_hsvsm B s z NA 208 2,635
= @m-wumnum B |s 2 NA (s 1,757
85 Labor - Insteil and conmect power - H |3 2 NA 160 ['s 3,514
[si_uun-n-u;-u-.- B [$ 2 N/A 0]|s 1,757
Site Laber - Polintion costrol cowipent instaliation G 2 WA 0[S 1,757
tal 65 . s 48,587
M
[Blowess Esch |5 23 N/A 185 7.620
a Back |5 205 NA 18ls 5,490
F |s 61 NA s 1,098
GAC Bxch |$ 6,710 NA 2]s 13,420
Sebdotel &F s 77,628
SAMPLING REQUIREMENTS
3 0 Exch |$ §10] WA | 1 $10,980
Subletal 6G $12,.999
- o 15 |s B2l ONA ] 1t $13,17%6
] SI3I76
COMPANY LABOR SUFPORT FOR 0 M FERICD ]
{Projoct wanagement Hr 1 49 NA 45013 21,960
prwent moistenance s z NA 360 ['s 7,906
& [Sempiing B IS 3 NA 144 s 6,149
}Eyﬁn B |s 2| WNa =] 1,581
out B [s 2 NA s 6,324
= -
uﬁm-uﬂi-ﬂ-ﬁ-wuﬂukmdtab“ 3 209,000
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IEM NO. ITEM UNIT | UNIT COST cz.qocmaﬁ.* QUANTITY |Adjusted Cost ...a.._
ATCH STABILIZATION TANKS
{RCRA WASTE INVENTORY REMOVAL
| Stablllzation/Disposal of Solid Waste B 4 Ton |$ 50.00 48] 23] s 10,650
Tranaport of Solid Wasts (Total Miles) Load |$  2,400.00 33| 21s 76,800
|Subtotal 1 s 87,450
MIXING VESSELS (1)
Cut and Dismantle . LF s 242 23 3,966 | § 9,596
|Load and Haul to Cell cY $ 20.17 |. 4,5 1218 242
2 IDispose of Rinsate . Gal |8 0.96 28 5760 | § 5,547
‘Transportation of Rinsate Losd [$  1,800.00 32 218 1,600
]Lsbor & Bquipment Rental Hr $ 70.79 27 2418 1,699
[Subtotal 2 ) s 18,988
CONCRETE SPLASH PAD :
3 |Demolish . SF [} 729 6 9,10218 66,351
{Disposs on site cYy |s 9.10 10 168.60 | § 1,534
Subtotal 3 s ‘67,888
SYNTHETIC LINERS
Labor - Inspect HDPE Liner . Hr $ 110,00 40D 3.00 | § 330
4 Hand excavation to prepare liner for inspectlon cy s 97.20 14 47850 | 8 46,508
Load and Haul to cell cYy' |s 45.82 3,5 4.05|% 186
Subtotal 4 s 47,024
FOUNDATION SOILS , :
Haul to cell  Excavation Included in 4 above) , cy s 4.58 19 47850 | 8 2,192
5 Analytioal (Foundation Solls, Metals) Bach |§ 85.00 43 3B 510
Analyticat (Foundation Soils, TOC) Bach |$ 45.00 46 6% 270
Subtotal 8 s 2,972
1 Batch Stabllisation Tank s 224,316
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mwa.a ITEM UNIT | UNIT COST czﬂ._m..ca._. QUANTITY | COSTTOTAL
- DECONTAMINATION - CONTRACTOR'S LARGE EQUIPMENT
DECONTAMINATION - PRESSURE WASHING
{Labor & Bquipment Rental . Hr s 70.79 27 215] 8 1,522
Rinsate Gal $ 0.96 28 51601 § 4,969
Transport of rinsate (combine one load w/ bid Load $ 1,800 32| - 1{§ 1,800
Total Equipment Decontamination s 8,291
« PERSONAL PROTECTIVE BOQUIPMENT
Respirators . Each s 214.00 53 301 % 6,420
Respirators, cartridges, organic vapor Pkg. 3 10.30 54 518 52
Resplrators, cartridges, dusts, fumes, miats Pkg, 3 12.70 . 55 518 64
Tyvek coveralls ) Each 3 8.40 58 100] % 840
Shos covers Box 3 25.60 56 3|8 77
| Dispoaable Gloves Box 5 13.30 57 318 46
{Total Personal Protective Equipment s 7498 |
~ GROUNDWATER MONITORING
|Labor Hr $ 65.00 40B 64] 8 4,160
Analyals Including shipping Each 3 1,000 35A 601 S 60,000
Total Groundwater Monitoring § 64,160
« CLOSURE CERTIFICATION :
Consultant - Principle Enginoer 4 Hr ) 155.00 40A 408 6,200
Consultant - Senjor Engineer : Hr $ 115.00 40C 5018 5,750
Consultant - Clerlcal/Wordprocessing Hr s 55.00 40G 401 8 2,200
Consultant - Other Direot Costs (Travel, reproductlon, eto.) Lump Sum | § 2,000 1s 2,000
Total Closure Cortification 3 16,150

2008 Ciosure Cost-revi




TEM NO.

ITEM

UNIT COST

UNIT COST REF QUANTITY COST TOTAL
= Low Temparature Tharmal Desorption Unkt
WASTE INVENTORY
i Stabillzation/Disposnl of soild waste offhite Tons $ 50.00 48 5218 2,600
, Transportation Load |5 240000 33 3(s 7,200
Subtatal 1 ) s 9,800
PAD - SOILACEMENT, DECONTAMINA TION OF STRUCTURES
Excavation of Containment Tank Structure (2,025 square feet, 8" thick base, plus 4
x 45 long x 2 high x 5" thick walls (360 square foet) i 1351 15A 1S 869
Excavation of cement pad (7,150 8q. £, 6 - 8* depth, 6"-8* thick, average 7" cy $ 15.51 15A 160 ] s 2,482
thickness)
|Dlapose on site (LTTD pad and containment tank) CcY $ 9.10 10 21618 1,965
2
Excavation of stesl/soll ped (5,780 sq, ft, 18" soll above, 6* soll below, 24" total) cy s 15.51 15A 430 8 6,669
|Dlapose on site cy |s 9.10 10 430 3,913
{Dlsposé of Rinsate (LTTD units, sonorete pad, oto,) asl s 0.96 28 4,000 $ 3,852
|Transportation Load [$S  1,800.00 32 1ls 1,800
[Lsbor & Equipment Rental BF |s 0.87 2 2,385 | 2,072
Subtetal 2 s 23,621
FOUNDATION SOILS .
Excavate foundation soll and load (14,955 aq. ft. 3" depth) CY $ 15.51 15A 140 | § 2,171
3 [|Haultocell , cy |s 4.58 19 40]s 641
Analytical (Foundation soll, metals) Ench $ 85.00 45 618 510
Analytioa! (Foundation soll, TOC) Bach |$ 45.00 46 6183 270
Subtotal 3 3 3593}
ol - Low Temperature Tharmal Dasorption Unit s 37,014

2008 Closure Cost-revt




FEM No. o ITEM UNIT | UNITCOST |UNIT COST .ﬁ.* QUANTITY | COSTTOTAL
- Dry Hazardous Wasts Storage Area
|WASTE INVENTORY
) [Stabilizatlon/Disposal of solld waste offsiie Ton |$ 50.00 48 5544 |8 277,200
[Transportation Load |S$  2,400,00 13 271718 664,800
Subtotal 1 s 942,000
PAD - SOILACEMENT, DECONTAMINATION OF STRUCTURES -
[Excavation of sollioemant pad (75,502 sq, B, 818~ thiok, average 12* thickneas) cy s 151 15A] 2,79 | 8 43372
{Dispose on slte ‘ V cy s 9,10 10| 2,79% | § 25,445
2 |Dlspose of Rinsate from structursa (a.g. dock, lights, atc) sl |$ 0.96 28 184151 § 17,734
[Transportation Load |$%  1,800.00 . 2 4ls 7,200
{Labor & Equipment Rental H |$ 70.79 27} 4] 283
[Bubtetal 2 : s 94,033
|FOUNDATION SOILS
[Exeavats foundation soll and load (73,502 sq, . 3* depih) cy [s 15.51 15A 699 s 10,843
3 {Houl 1o cell , cy % 248 19 699§ 1,734
{Analytioal (Roundation soll, metals) Bach | § $3,00 45 168 1,360
|Subtetal 3 $13,937
al - Dry Hazardous Waste Storage Aren $1,049.970
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ITEM NO. ITEM UNIT | UNIT COST |UNIT COST RE¥| QUANTITY | COSTTOTAL
1~ Contalner Management Building
| WASTE INVENTORY DISPOSAL COST
|Liquid Wasto (3251 Drum @ 458.7 Ibs cach) Lb $ 0.26 29 1,491,234 $387,721
Transport Liquid Wasts Offalte . Load $ 5,708.05 31 36 $205,382
1 |Solld Waste (3250 drums) - Dispose in Coll cy s - na 885 $0
Labor - Hand load liquid waste cY Is 4498 | - 3 RES $19,806
Load and haul solids drums to cell . cY |s 20,17 4,5 885 $17,853
|Subiotal 1 $650,762
BUILDING - SHELL .
) Demolish Day |$ 463408 26 10.9 $50,511
Load and transport to cell CY $ 20.17 4,5 66 $1,330
|Subtotal 2 $51,842
BUILDING - SLAB .
_|Demolish (siab 6" thick) SF $ 129 5 25,343 $184,743
Diapose on slte cY |s 9.10 10 469 $4,270
3 |Dispose of Rinsate Lb $ 0.26 29 61,034,55 $13,869
‘Transportation Load $ 5,705.05 31 é $34,230 .
|Labor & Bquipment Rental Hr $ 70.79 27 31 $2,160
|Subtotal 3 $241,273
BUILDING - FOUNDATION SOILS
|Exoavate top 3 layers of foundation soll & load cY $ 15.51 15A 1,514 $23,482
4 [Haui to cell cy |[s 4.58 19 1,514 $6,935
Analytical (Foundation Soll, metals) Bach |§ 85.00 43 22 $1,853
|Sutotai 4 $32,270
BUILDING - SYNTHETIC LINERS
|Labor - Inspoct secondary liner . Hour - 110.00 40D 10.90 $1,199
5 [Hand excavation to prepare liner for Inspection . cY |s 97.20 ) " 469 $45,616
[Load and haul to ceil cy |[s 45.82 3,5 15.26 $699
|Subtotal 5 ) 547,514
tal Cost of Container Managemant Closurs $1,023,661
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Unk Cost Basls
Buatty Faciilly Closure Estimute and Post Closure Exlimate

Cost per
Line Number Page Unit Linit Crow

22 LF 185 property knes, perimeter, cleared land AT

n 8.F. 0.84 slsam cleaning, average B

3102 41 19.23 3040 3 cy 43,80 hand loading truck; 80 fool haut B-16
4102 41 19.23 3080 38 CY. 18.70 machine foading truck B17
5102 41 10.23 5000 38 c.. 0.81 hal, per mile up to 8 C.Y. truck B-348
6102 41 16.17 044D 34 8F 1.08 floor removal, 6 sisb on grads reinforosd with stes! rods BOC
7102 41 18.17 1140 3 LF. 23.00 fooling rermoval, 2° thick, 3' wide B

8]02 41 18.17 2000 u % 10 add o 02 41 16.17 1140 for average reinforcing NA

8102 41 10.17 2020 M % 20 add 40 02 41 16.17 1140 for heavy reinforcing NA
10]02 41 18.17 4200 34 [ A4 8.80 add for disposal, on sile B-11A

- 11]02 81 20.10 1260 38 Mile 378 hazardous wests rsnsporstion in 25 C.Y. truck, minimum NA

11A]02 81 20.10 1270 38 Mils a.80 hazardous wasts transporaiion In 25 C.Y. truck, mmdmim NA
12131 23 2314 4420 223 LY. 2.51 J X backfi, siruciural, comon earth, 200 H.P., 300 haul B-108
18131 23 18.50 D400 ‘220 |- BOY. 488 A sxcavation, bulk, scrapars, common aarth, 5,000" haul B-93F

14131 23 16.16 0700 218 8CY. 94.00 4 hand sxcavation, structursl, 12 1o 18 desp

15131 23 18.18 8080 218 BCY. | 118 ¥ 4 machine excavation 1.5 C.Y. buckst, structural, small foundation, sand snd gravel B-128

16A[S1 28 16.10 0024 218 % 15.00 K ndd to 31.2318.18 8000 for loading onto tucks NA

- 18]31 23 23.23 5080 252 ECY. [~ J compaction, riding, vibraling rolier, 12 ifts, 2 passss a1y

17131 23 23.28 5020 232 ECY. 0.52 K . compaction, riding, vibrating roller, 8 ifts, 3 pasass B-10V

18] Category Not Used '

19131 23 23.18 0330 28 |- LCY. 443 k X haid, 1 mile roundirip, 2.7 loade/r. B-348
198131 23 23.18 1250 226 LeY. 9.20 K X 20 CY haudl, 10 mite roundinip, 0.75 loadafy. . B-34D
18C131.23.25.18 2020 220 Loy. 283 J A 22 CY hadl, 1/2 mils roundirip, 4.2 loadsiy, B-34F
19D]31.23.23.17.0020 225 LCY. 1.08 . . dump material, no compaction, by dozer B-10B

20]33 51 13.10 1640 319 LP bal 1.084 7341 %igtﬂ.a;ﬁg.gﬂ: B-21A

_ 21J33 51 13,10 00 LF. 88.78 1.034 177 vaius, polyethylsne pipe, 80 PSI, 40 joints, 10" dismeter, SDR 11 NA

22132 31 13.20 0820 200 LF. 4880 1.054 48.08 fance, chain-fink, &', industrial, 8 ga. wire, gsivanized sios! B-80C

23105 08 21.10 0100 o LF. 234 1.034 ‘242 uteel outting, hand buming with forch, up to 1/2* thick E-25

2433 21 13,10 3100 308 Each 9,128 1.0 943825  |pump, 6" submarsibls, 28 to 500" deap, 30 HP, 100 b 300 GPM Q-22

25131 22.18.10 D012 200 DAY | 144804 1.034 1484.17138  Islie grading crew snd equipmaent dally rale B-11L

26]02 41 16.13 0500 } ) DAY 4481.70 1.034 4634.0778  |buliding dems orew and lsbor snd squipment delly rate B-3

27|Crew B-88 482 He 08.46 1.034 70.78764  |steam clesning labor inchuding equipment rental B-0B
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Unit Cost Basla
" Bestty Faolilly Glostwe Estimaie and Post Closurs Estinale

. Goal par Unlt ]
3 m»m 0.08 0 0. of leachaie In Lps Angeles, CA
1] 0.28 1.0 0.28 dispossl of PCB liquids In Port Arthur, TX
: T Load 8705.08 1.0 §708.08 giggtgsgé-i?ggidiqig
e, Load 1800 1.0 1800 .girg!g!ii.i?gaﬁgﬁ_&qa&s
33{8ke sapense: Triad (801) 936-8393 Load 2,400 1.0 2400 ransport of DWESA waste fo USE Grandvisw, ID
34|Catagoty Not Used _ i
358[Category Not Used
ah ggi@.&gﬂu Ench 1000 1.0 1000 %%.%3%54&!3&.3&.!&3&%‘&‘5
358]8He sxpenas: AnalySys 512,385, Ench 1000 1.0 1000 %%.%5%!4§‘3§-§
30]Test America (303) 738-0100 Each 240 1.0 240 groundwater anslysis (VOAs snd PCBs)
J7ICategory Not Usad
38]Category Not Used
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Unit Gost Basls
Beatty Facility Closure Eximale and Post Closure Estimate

£
E

Unit
Lt o8t Index Crew |
NA 10 - NA gé.??ﬁ?igggﬁo?;g
Por Hour 185 1.0 55 schnical Director - 2008 Schadule of Reles
Por Hour 128 1.0 128 Project Diretor - 2008 Schedule of Retes
Por Howr 118 1.0 Sanlor Enginesr/Scientist- 2008 Scheduls of Rales
Por Hour 110 1.0 Project Enginsst/Solentis! - 2008 Bohedule of Rates
Per Howr -] 1.0 68 Enginser/Scientist - 2008 Schadule of Ralss
Par Howr 70 1.0 70 Draftsman/Techniclen - 2008 Schadule of Rales
Per Howr 88 1.0 88 ClericaliAdmin Buppiort - 2008 Scheduls of Rates
8F. 0.87 1.0 87 GOL on siops
8.F. 0.81 1.0 o. 80-Mi HDPE Liner on siope
8F, 0.8 1.0 0.88 LD8 - Double-skiad geocomposite on slope
8F, 1.01 1.0 80-mll HDPE Liner on siope
8F. 0.48 1.0 AB LCRS ~ Gaonst on slope
8F. 034 1.0 0.3 Non -woven gecisxtiie on slope
8F, 048 1.0 48 Sacrificlal 30-mil geomembeans on slope
cy. 240 1.0 40 Excavationbackiii surface sol
G.Y. 12.00 1.0 00 Liner trench baokfit
5] Test Amarica (303) 738-0100 Ench 85 ] 88.00 laboratary snalysis for 8 RCRA metals In soli
00 Each 45 45.00 isboratory analysis for TOC in soll
00 Each - 80 80.00 ishoratory analysls for PCBe in solt
48 A Ton 80 50.00 stabliization and disposa!, Grandview, 1D
4 Day 67.00 1.0 67.99  Imid-ales renial car from MoCarmen Alrport
Round Trip 82.00 1.0 482.00 houbton io las vegss, roundirip
41 Par Night 82990 52.00 lodging, Beatty, N
2]Per Diem Per Day 40.00 40.00 nost alowanos for mesls
53iLab Sefety Supply Each 214,00 north full faoe reapirstor, 7800 serles
64]Lab Safety Bupply Plg. 30 respinaior oariridge, organic vapor, TBE-41584
58{Lab Bafety Bupply Pky. 12,70 1 reapicaior oartridge, dust, fumes, mist, 7B8-44302 and 7BB-44303
581Lah Safety Supply Box 25.60 1.0 258 shos covers, box of 50, Tyvek
57]Lab Gafety Supply Box 153 10 153 disposable nitrils n-dex gloves, box of 100
58{Lab Satety Supply Each 84 1.0 84 tyvek ooveralts '
50jLas Vegas Paving Coip. oY 10 . /] Inclusding excavation, haviing, plscement, lighit compaction
60{Las Vagas Paving Corp. cY 1.0 0 ggggggoeg
61]L.as Veges Paving Corp. cY 2. ggggvgﬁgg
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Unlt Cost Basis :
Témggggzgg

. Cost par . Unit
% m.a walsr supply for compaciion
[ 4 122 1 122 Fil metarial deliversd to USEN from local source,
’ ggsluagglésgngse‘ggag.
MSF 25 10 25 ggfgg..«g 11 and 12,
MSF [ 1.0 85 D)Bo‘l.g...te
28 M8F 408 1.084 51.18 §§=§l&§§a&o B-51
87131 22 18.10 3312 200 MBF 2250 1.034 Bz ga?lg.!g;&glalgg staep siopes with large quantities B-11L
Byne Chylst LF 160 1.0 180
COST REFERENCE
MEANS HEAVY CONSTRUCTION COST DATA, 22ND ANNUAL EDITION, 2008
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